the law in crafting regulatory regimes for potential research, and perhaps ultimately deployment of such technologies.
Still, there are many outstanding questions. This special issue seeks to highlight some of the key legal issues that the world may face should we devote serious consideration to what some have termed 'Plan B' for addressing climate change.2 Moreover, the authors assembled here look to drive forward the important conversation about climate-engineering governance by moving beyond discussion of high-level principles to direct consideration of the nuts and bolts of potential regulatory regimes, along with the mechanisms by which real and robust public deliberation might be ensured.
The subject matter attracted so much attention from prospective authors that the journal was unable to accommodate all contributions in a single issue. As a result, the first article attached to this project actually appeared in the Climate Law's first issue in 2015. That article, 'Does the "No-Harm" Rule Have a Role in Preventing Transboundary Harm and Harm to the Global Atmospheric Commons from Geoengineering?' , by Kerryn Brent, Jeffrey McGee, and Amy Maguire,3 asks whether the customary no-harm rule would have bearing should an srm-research or deployment agenda be advanced. These authors suggest that the typical response from legal scholars has been 'no' , since there is no ready way in international law to enforce the no-harm rule. Brent et al. argue differently, pointing to avenues by which the no-harm rule might bolster a sense of legal obligation even in the absence of formal mechanisms of enforcement.
In 
